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It was at once assumed that when he spoke of some great

nation, Mr. Taft had Great Britain in hi» mind. What was

confulent conjecture then is a certainty nov . Asked in the

House of Commons whethe. it were true that the Government

of the United States had express-' itscii "i'.Hnr to negotiate

a treal. under which all disputes o. wha'-^ r nature between

the two countries should be referred to ai bi^ralion, and what

steps he would take to promote that object, the British

Premier, Mr. Asquith, made answer on the 7th day of March,

as follows:

dc: at Washington haf reported that the United

platct proposing such a treat' and a reply has

they may make will of course .eet with the most

His Majesty's Amba.*'

States (iovernment cr

been sent that any pr; >

rympathetic considera •

That was good and decisive, but there was better to follow.

On the 13th day of March, during the debate on the Naval

Estimates, the Foreign Secretary, Sir Edward Grey, after

speaking in a rather despondent tone of the growing burden

( f military and naval expenditures, and of the difficulty of

checking it under existing conditions of Europe, said:

I can conceive but one thing which will really affect the military and

naval expenditure of the world on the wholesale scale on which it must be

affected if there is to be a real and sure relief. You will not get it until

nations do what individuals have done—come to regard an appeal to the law

as the natural course for nations instead of an appeal to force.

It was a new note in the discussion, and coming from the

resentative of tha government, at once arrested the atten-

••• 1 of the House. In justification of his belief, that the

aisputes of nations may some day be decided by process of

law and their armies be onl;' an inte, national police force, Sir

Edward Grey read to the House the two paragraphs from the

speeches of Mr. Taft which I have just quoted. Now see how

the American proposal was met. Sir Edward Grey answered

for England thus:

Supposing two of the greatest nations in the world were to make it

clear to the whole world that by an agreement of such a character as under no

circumstances wt re they going to war again, I venture to say that the effect

on the world at large of the example would be one that would be bound to

have beneficent consequences .... I have spoken of that because I do not

think that a statement of that kind put forward by a man in the position of the

President of the United States should go without response. Entering into an

agreement of that kind, there would be great risks. It would entail certain

risks for us to refer everything to arbitration, and as the President of the


